Approved For Release 2003/03/07 : CIA-RDP80R01 731 R001 6000801 36-1 


ER-5-0658 a 


JAN 13 1954 


The Honorable Allen J. Ellender 
United States Senate 
Washington 25, D. C. 



Dear Senator Ellender: 


I have received your letter of 9 January 1954 and 
wish to clarify an apparent misunderstanding with respect 
to the duties and functions of this Agency and a possible 
confusion with those of the Counter Intelligence Corps of 
the Army, known as the C.l. C. The Central Intelligence 
Agency has conducted jj 2 investigation .;£ any nature with 
respect to the Army Signal Center at Fort Monmouth, 

New Jersey. 


Section 102(d)(3) of the legislation establishing the 
Central Intelligence Agency -- the National Security Act 
of 1947 -- specifically provides 'that the Agency shall 
have no police, subpoena, law-enforcement powers, or 
internal-security functions:. Substantially, the only 
function which the Agency performs within the United States, 
other than the support of our foreign operations and corre- 
lation and evaluation here of intelligence relating to our 
national security, is the collection of foreign intelligence 
information available in the United States. We have no 
investigative functions of any nature in this country except 
the security investigation of our own personnel or appli- 
cants for positions with the Agency. 


Faithfully yours, 4A 
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MILJOri. R. YOUNG, N. DAK. ALLEN J. ELLENDER, LA. 

EDWARD J. THYE. MINN.„ CLYDE R. HOEY, N. C. 

BOURKg B. HICKENLOOPER, IOWA OL1N D. JOHNSTON, S. C. 

KARL E. MUNDT, S. DAK. SPESSARD L. HOLLAND, FLA. 

JOHN J. WILLIAMS, DEL. CLINTON P. ANDERSON, N. MEX. 

ANDREW F. SCHOEPPEL, KANS. JAMES O. EASTLAND, MISS. 

HERMAN WELKER, IDAHO EARLE C. CLEMENTS, KY. 


'jJlCnifcb £>laies J&vnaie 


HARRY R. VARNEY, CHIEF OF STAFF 


COMMITTEE ON 
AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY 


January 9> 195^ 


Honorable Allen W. Dulles 
Director, Central Intelligence Agency 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Dulles: 

It is my understanding that some time ago your agency 
investigated allegations of espionage or other wrongdoing at the 
Army Signal Center at Fort Monmouth, New Jersey. As you know, 
the Senate Permanent Investigating Subcommittee has recently been 
investigating similar charges. 

I am anxious to ascertain: 


1. Whether the investigation conducted by your agency 
revealed any espionage or other subversive activity at the Army 
Signal Center at Fort Monmouth. 

2. What additional information, if any, the recent in- 
vestigations of the Senate Permanent Investigating Subcommittee 
have revealed concerning espionage or other subversive activity, 
that was not uncovered by your investigation and in this connection, 
be as specific as you possibly can. 

3. If additional information has been revealed by the 
Senate Subcommittee, why was it that your own investigations failed 
to uncover such information. 


It has always been my belief and assumption that your 
agency, coupled with the other security agencies of our Government 
has been doing the most careful and competent possible job in in- 
vestigating subversive activity, and I am anxious to know if any 
substantial evidence of subversive activity has been missed in the 
course of an intensive investigation by your agency. 


I may require this information by January 15 
grateful if you can furnish it to me by that time. 
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STAT 



Mr. ELLENDER. Did 
from Wisconsin bring thi 
attention of the Board? ■ 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Every bit of the 
evidence taken in our hearings j^yail- 
able to the Secretary of the Arn|jyyy 
Mr. ELLENDER, Are the pe^sM? to 
whom the Senator from Wiscohslnhas 
just referred still on the payroll at Fort 
Monmouth, or have they been sus- 
pended? . • • 

Mr. MCCARTHY. X just told the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana that 33 were sus- 
pended. So far as I know, they were 
suspended without pay. Is that clear? 
Thirty-three of those with whom we have 
dealt in our investigation have been sus- 
pended. i think two of them have been 
reinstated, and possibly a few more. 

Mr. ELLENDER, Mr. President, in 
view of what th&J^inguished Senator 
from Wisconsin h&sjust stated— namely, 
that there is espionage at Forth Mop- 
mouth — let me say that someone must be 
mistaken, either he is in error or Secre- 
tary Stevens does not know the score. 
When I returned to Washington last 
month . I wrote three letters — one to the 
Hon. Alien W. Dulles, Director, Central 
intelligence. Agency, Washington, D. 
another one to Hon. J. Edgar Hoover, 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, Wash- 
ington, D. C.; and another to Hon. Rob- 
ert T. Stevens, Secretary of the Army, 
Department of Defense, Washington, 
D. C. These letters were identical, ex- 
cept for the, addresses; and each of them 
was dated January 9, 1954. I shgJJ read 
the one to Secretary Stevens: .;£f\ 

Dear secretary Stevens: It is my .under- 
standing that some time ago your .agency 
investigated the allegations of espionage or 
other wrongdoing at the Army Signal Cen- 
ter at Fort Monmouth, N. J. As you know, 
the Senate Permanent Investigating Suh- 
eommitfcee has recently been investigating 
similar charges. 

I am most anxious to ascertain: * ... 

(1) Whether the investigation ocmducted 
by your agency revealed any espionage or 
other subversive activity at the Army Signal 
Center at Fort Monmouth. 

(a) What additional information. If any, 
the recent investigations of the Senate Per- 
manent investigating Subcommittee have 
revealed coroSEXiins espionage or qt&pr sub- 
versive activity, that was not uncovered by 
your investigation; and in tins connection, 
be as specif^ Sis you possibly can. : 

(3) If additional informa ion t has been 
revealed by the Senate subcommttee, why 
was it that your investigation s failed to un- 
cover such information? 

It has always been mshpe- of and assump- 
tion that your agengy, ;pled with the 
other security .Agencies ot ,ur Governngg^t. 
has beqn doiUB the most careful ana Jg(?fu- 
petent powdble Job in investigating, sugur- 
i-uve activity:, ajftd I am anxious to Ipow 
If any sub^jw&tlal evidence of subversive 
activity hB^bseu. missed In the comm, of 
an j n es ligation by your agency. 

I may Jtlois information by Jan- 
uary be grateful if you can 

furnish it WM& by that time. 

Sincerely. 

The letter is signed by me. 

In reply to the letter which _ 
to Mr. Hoover, I received the SOL , ....... 

ter I had expected; I would not nave 
expected anything else. He wrote to me 
as follows; 


r Release 
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uary 9, J$£f 
regarding M 
Monmouth, 

You will appreciate, I am sure, that I am 
unable to furnish the information you re- 
quested. because of - the long-standing policy 
of the Attorney .General j-egarding, the con- 
fidential nature ^ : 

.In view of his interest Sh .such masters, 

I am referring your communication to the 
Attorney General. 

Sincerely yours, 

J. Edgar Hoover. 

From Mr. Allen Dulles I received the 
following letter, dated January 13 — the 
same as the date of the letter I received 
from Mr. Hoover: 

Central Intelligence Agency, 

Office of the Director, 
Washington , 1). C\, January 13, 1954 . 
The Honorable Allen J. Ellender, 

United Staics Senate , 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Senator Ei.lender: I have received 
your letter of January 9, 1954, and wish to 
clarify an apparent misunderstanding with 
respect to the duties and, 'functions of this 
Agency and a possible confusion with those 
of the Counter Intelligence Corps of the 
Army, known as the CIC. The Central In-^ 
telligence Agency has C'dhducted no investi- 
gation of any nature *with respect to the 
Army Signal Center at Fort Monmouth, N. J. 

Section 102 (d) (3} of the legislation 

establishing the Central Intelligence Agen- 
cy — the the National Security Act of 1947 — 
specifically provides *‘that the Agency shall 
have no police, subpena, law-enforcement 
powers, or internal-security functions.** 

That thiplf I should have known, | 
but I dilFBOf realize it at the time I sent! 
the letted I 
function which the 
Agency performs within the United States, 
other thaS^1^^?sh|5p6rt of our foreign opera- 
tions and Corpel#loff and'evaiuation here of 
intelligence t el Biting to our national secu- 
rity, is yie c<^c$j|pn of foreign intelligence 
Information aHulf&le in the United States. 
We have no investigative functions of any 
nature in this country except the security 
Investigation of our own personnel or appli- 
cants for positions with the Agency. 

Faithfully yours, 

Allen W. Dulles, Director . 

I wish now to ?ead a letter from the 
Department of the Army, dated January 
, 15, 1954, in reply to my letter of the 9th. 

I will ask my good friend from Wis- 
consin to listen carefully to my reading 
$f it. I should like to have his comments 
upon it, in view of the statements which 
have been made by him since this debate 
started. The letter reads as follows: 

Dear Senator Ellender: This is in re- 
sponse to your letter of January 9, 1954, 
wherein you made inquiry with reference to 
the recent investigation Conducted by the 
Senate Permanent Investigating Subcom- 
mittee at Fort Monmouth, N. J. 
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That is Robert Stevens, Secretary of 
the Army, speaking. 

Your first question Is as to whether the 
investigation conducted by the Army re- 
vealed any espionage or other subversive ac- 
tivity" at the Army Signal Center at Fort. 
Monmouth. 

This inquiry is answered in the negative. 
Insofar as yj.e Apny has thus far : been able 
to determine, there is no current espionage 
or other subversive activity at Fort Mon. 
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Your second inquiry is as to what addi- 
tional Iniormation the recent investigate^ 


SRWsa, 

m 

ter sut 
mouth. The J 
this question bee 
knowledge of all of 
subcommittee, and 
of the informatioi: 
developed .by’ the i 

Your third inquL 
swered for fhe reas 
ceding paragraph. 

1 may point ou: that the third inquiry 

was : 

If additional in ormation has been re- 
vealed by the Senat subcommiti.ee, why was 
it that your own investigations failed to 
uncover such information? 

The Secretary of the Army close > as 
follows 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. President, w 11 
the Senator -yield? 

Mr ELLENDE1 T will yield when I 
finish reading the letter.. 

Secretary Stevons conduces as fol- 
lows: 

I share fully yo ir nssumptlou th.it the 
Department of the Army coupi :i with the 
other security agej cies of our iovenirie it 
is doing a careful ai d, in my |uc r nent. r on*.- 
petent job in investigating s sl 1 versi ve- ac- 
tivities. I am pleased, however to ro< der- 
ate with the comm: tees of the c mgress and 
if evidence of sub ersive %cti.vi-ies is pro- 
duced the Army wU take prompt and ap- 
propriate action. 

Yours sincerely, 

) Robert T. Stevens. 

Secretary cf the A ; ? y. 

If the Senatoi from Wisconsin has 
any comments to make on that lettt r. I 
should like to hear them now, in the 
light of the statements which he has 
made during the debate. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. President I 
think Bob Stevens made an ac< u am 
statement when he stated that the Arm 7 , 
in its own investigation, had not unc ov- 
ered any espionage as of that date. As 
Bob Stevens has often stated, he dors 
not answer for the commit! m B* hi 
no position to answer for the ommil tee. 
X assume that the Senator w • . be in e: - 
ested in our repor : when it is nado. As 
I have explained to the Senat or, wi 1 are 
uncovered espionage. I am sure that v e 
have uncovered what the Senator him- 
self would say was espionage. 

I wonder if the Senator objt c o our 
calling before the committee the a x i& n 
whose testimony I have describee, a 
woman who had been handling top- 
secret work for 10 years, to tell whether 
or not she was attending C ommu list 
Party leadership schools or was a :»• m- 
ber of the Communist Party 

I wonder if the Senator objects to our 
uncovering a map like Harry Hyiria i. 

Mr. ELLENDEJJ. I have absolute! - no 
obj ection- 


Let me finish. 

The Senator a^ked 
to answer it 


the finish the 


Mr. McCarthy. 

Mr. ELLENDER. 
me a question, and 
now. * : 

Mr. McCarthy. 
question. 

I wonder if the Senator objects tc our 
subpenaing long distance telephone rec- 
u- ords showing that a known espioi are 
RO(M®0O08&w6c-d some eight of our 
top .secret installations and getting in- 
ftim at loft from them 




The PRESIDING 

m«- Semto »4^fl |^oqagte 

if so, to whow*^ • , A - 

Mr. ELLENDER I yield first to the 
Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. : .JENNER. The Senator from 
Louisiana referred to the FBI. I 
sure the distinguished Senator knows 
the FBI cannot hold investigations or 
hearings. The FBI cannot call in wit- 
nesses and swear them and have them 
testily unde* oath. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I understand. 

Mr JENNER. They can gather in- 
formation and then take the informa- 
tion* to the appropriate agency. They 
cannot question a witness under oath or 
dismiss anyone from the Government. 

In our hearings we found, as the 
Sea&tor from Wisconsin also found, sit- 
uations similar to what was found in 
th# Harry Dexter White case, which I 
cited. The FBI did a perfect job. It 
did a complete job. When that infor- 
mation was passed on to higher author- 
ity* it was iffi&pred. Therefore the FBI 
should not fe charged with trying to 
enforce the law. They are an investi- 
gating agency*, 

Mr. ELLENDER. I will acknowledge 
to the Senator from Indiana that there 
was a great deal of laxity during the 
past administration. I admit it. How- 
ever, the FBI today, as in the past, is 
always gathering information and is 
passing it on.fo the Army and the Navy 
and the Air ®rce and in fact to other 
Departments, ^ through the Attorney 
General. 

Mr. JEN NEB . But if those agencies 
do not do anything about it, the FBI 
cannot do anything either. 

Mr ELLENDER. That is correct ; but 
the FBI ferrets out the subversives. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield for a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. The Senator from 
Louisiana, as I understand, expressed a 
great deal of confidence in a letter dated 
January 15, which stated there were no 
more Communists in Government. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I quoted from the 
letter of Mr. Stevens and it speaks for 
itself. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. I should like to in- 
vite the Senator’s attention to testimony 
taken 2 weeks later than the date of the 
letter. Today is Tuesday. The testi- 
mony I refer to, w as taken on Saturday 
January 30, 1954, in New York, in execu- 
tive hearing. It dealt with a major in 
the Army. The major was before the 
committee on Saturday. 

Previously we had received testimony 
from two individuals who had attended 
Communist Party meetings with the 
major. They knew what his orders 
were. I am speaking of a major in the 
Army who is atS^.or jn the United States 
Army as of tfi&^Qinent. 

The major WSGT also accused by wit- 
nesses of havmg recruited soldiers as 
members of the Communist Party. He 
is now stationed at Camp Kilmer. His 

Japan, 

mysterious reason, the orders were 


Liio ' 

F , fffven waftft® his Wife and 

igHteii were visit^!% ^psychiatrist, 

whose name he did not kifew. However, 
when asked whether a Communist suc- 
ceeded in getting his orders changed, he 
gave us the usual refusal to answer. We 
checked into ,fch<*' matter further and we 
found that ih August of last year, 1953, 
a questionnaire was sent to the major. 
He was asked about his Communist ac- 
tivities. The questionnaire was sent to 
him as the result of an FBI investiga- 
tion. It was an excellent FBI investi- 
gation. The investigation by the FBI 
disclosed everything known about the 
major, and perhaps contained more in- 
formation than we had about him. For 
example, it disclosed his attendance at 
Communist Party leadership schools. 
Communist meetings held at his home, 
the recruiting of soldiers into the Com- 
munist Party, and so forth. This was 
August 1953. 

He refused to agiswer on the ground of 
self - incriminatipiu. In November 1953 
he was promoted,: from captain to major. 

This is not a c$$e of a year ago or 2 
years ago. We asked the Army to court- 
martial not only t&e major but also any- 
one who promoted him and everyone who 
knew he was a Communist and did not 
try to get him out of the service. I 
suggested to Bob Stevens that this was 
the only way by which he could blaze a 
new trail and thus notify every Army 
officer that the 20 years of treason are 


imunist 
ie Gov- 
looking 
,t there 


past, that the 20 yean 
infiltration into eveyyf 
eminent, with our high o 
the other way, are 
is really a new day*. , 

I hope that Bob the 

suggestion and ■ ?®!M S major 

should be court- Not only 
should the major be cqjfet fWar tilled, but 
those who promoted him and those who 
knew about his . .activities and did not 
attempt to get him out of the service 
should also be court-martialed. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, did 
the Senator bring that information to 
the attention of Mr. Stevens? 

Mr. MCCARTHY. 1 should like to 
finish my question. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Did the Senator 
bring that information to the attention 
of Mr. Stevens? 

Mr. McCarthy. My letter went tp 
Bob Stevens yesterday. The Senator 
from Louisiana said the FBI should do 
the work our committee is doing. I 
wish to invite the Senator's attention to 
the fact that 

Mr ELLENDER. I did not say that. 

Mr McCarthy. In effect that is 
what the Senator from Louisiana said. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I said we had 
agencies 

Mr. McCarthy. Agencies to do the 
work. 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is correct. 

Mr. McCarthy. That we had 


. — ^ 

.agencies that could do the work we are 
doing. . . 

Mr. ELLENDER. Yes; agencies that 
are qualified to do it and that can do 
it effectively. 


Mr. MCCARTHY. For the piesent, 
w _ ( ourselves to wha : wab 
developed in open sessions. Some wit- 
nesses who have been called in closed 
sessions ^ave not yet been called ir open 
sesstojpjbut they will be called. I think 
it be unfair to the Senator if I 

dealt with the testimony received m 
closed sessions, so I shall speak mainly 
of evidence received in open sessions. 

I assume that the Senator from Lou- 
isiana Will concede that espionage con- 
ducted in December 1993 "would bo cur- 
rent espionage, would he not? 

Mr. ELLENDER. Yes, I would. I 
would include ail of the last year, since 
the Republican administration came 
into existence. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. I assume the Sena- 
tor would also concede that if a Govern- 
ment employee whp.is “a member of the 
Communist Party haft access to secret 
material, such material would be in an 
open conduit available to the Communist 
Party. I assume the Senator would not 
require that we catch the agent at mid- 
night, turning this material over to an- 
other Comtpunist agent. Am I correct 
in that? 

Mr. ELLENDER. The Senator is cor- 
rect, ye£s. t certainly have no faith in 
Communists. 

Mr. JtfcCART TY. Then let us refer 
to a |ew cases. On December 16 we had 
a Mrs. Levine before the subcommittee. 
She had been handling top secret ma- 
terial for 10 yea rs. Neither the Senator 
from $?t£consin nor the very able Sena- 
tor from Louisiana would have access to 
top secret material. We would not have 
access f;o secret material except in most 
unusual cases. Here was a Federal em- 
ployee Who was given the highest honor 
that it k possible for this Nation o : any 
other nation to rive. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Was that a person 
named Uoleman ? 

Mr. MCCARTHY. No; the person to 
whom I am re erring is ,Mrs. Levine. 
She had confer ed upon her a higher 
honor than any Member of the Senate 
can have conferred on him. 

Mrs. JDevine was subpenaed or the 
13th Of December. She $hen spoice to 
her security officer. The security officer 
informed her that she bid to answer 
all questions about Commufiist activi- 
ties. She replie d, “I will not do it. I 
will not tell the subcommittee that I 
have been engaged in a conspiracy to 
commit espionage and I will not tell 
them whether Jrlm a Communist Party 
member or ndjg 1 

T5ie security*oiHcer saidjiHf you do not 
tell Ihem your employers^!!! have to 
taka action against you.! - 

Mrs. Levine quit on the fifth. She ap- 
peared before the sdl^nfeiittce as a 
witness oh the 16th. jfcjSgjp ■li&d been 
handling top-secret 10 years. 

She had been an employ^rW tlie tele- 
communications office aSd Tiad been 
handling Fort Monmouth radar ma- 


CaUUUttU CUCtUVC JUW. Aiu.ru 

est admiration for the FBI. 


:_™*^-5pcvini& was asked! 
ikrtsfievine, have you been engaged in the 
commission of espionage? 

I refuse to answer on the ground i.h my 
answer might tend to incriminate m--. 

Mf>31 rooi 6ifffo$0i3£d ” 

believe 
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5 February 1954 "'Wp. 

Executive Registry: 

Please file the attached with Mr. Dulles' 
letter to the Senator (Ellender). Thanks. 


Alice 
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